SUMMARY Dermatophyte infections were established in 6-9 % of 640 unselected dermatology outpatients attending two district general hospitals in Cumbria over a six-month period. A clinical diagnosis ofringworm was confirmed in the laboratory in 43 1 % of hospital and in 21 8 % ofa smaller series of general practice patients. No result of similar surveys have been published before. Even in a major stock-rearing area such as this, domestic pets appear to be a more important source of infection than the farm animal.
The literature concerning dermatophyte infections in Britain is small. In the main it emanates from the Mycology Reference Laboratory, London, reporting fungal isolations from material submitted from all over Britain, though mainly from the Home Counties.'-3 A changing pattern of infecting agent with some geographical differences is described. Similar investigations in the Bristol and Somerset areas respectively have also been recorded.45 However, two main questions remain unanswered by these papers. The proportion of dermatological hospital out-patients suffering from dermatophyte infection and the degree of agreement between the clinical and laboratory diagnosis of fungal infection of the skin both remain unknown. A combined clinical and mycological survey was therefore undertaken for a period of six months on dermatological out-patients attending two district general hospitals in Cumbria. Material from general practice was also solicited so that the prevalence of various infecting agents could be more widely determined.
Patients and methods
A completed form was sent to the laboratory from every hospital out-patient examined whatever the skin condition present. This provided details of occupation, family history, contact with animals and the clinical diagnosis. A similar return was requested from every patient from general practice in whom a diagnosis of dermatophyte infection had been confirmed. Again as Cumbria is one of the major British stock-rearing areas it might be supposed that this could influence the results of the investigation. However, the findings indicate that even here, domestic rather than farm animals may constitute the main reservoir of fungal infection. Besides the epidemiological indications the identities of the three main true fungal infecting agents themselves support this unexpected conclusion. T 
